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Dear Howsrd,

Your: letters of the 9th end 10th have velusble enclosures., The die-
honesty of thex psnel had been estsbliched. That they write to you I attribute Ho
your years. lou heve done very well., The importent thing ie the Cernes letter
confirming what I've lonz expected snd looked for without finding, the existence
of seperate reports. 1'11 carry this further and keep yru informed. Thie is where
we may be able tc neil them in court. This is the firet indication of which I
know of theee things, which I wee sure had to bs the csse but about which 1 was
unwilling to mae requests without proaof.

I read you letters snd the enclesures when the msil ceme. I snswer now
rsther in haste the other pnints. The whole thing, as you mey remember I emphasized
in PM III, is sementics. The panel, did, in feet, report the discrepencies they
found. layte net all of tiem, but saveral very importunt ones. Tney are in the
clear on thet. Tuey exemined everything out of context, so they sre in the cleor
on that. They tonk other then the Comnission's me ical concluslons snd called them
the Commission's medical conclusions, so they whistls pest that graveyerd. The
bbances of sny by A-P projections is obvious from the list, I clobbered them for h
ailence on that in PM III.

Dick can batter inform you sbout the dispersl of fragments, but 1'd
be ineluded to telieve there resting plece devended on & number of factors, one
beinz energy, smother being deflectlion, etc. There is no doubt whatever bullet
or bullets were used hed to hit bone. As soon ss 1 spotted both ecknowledge-
ments on fregments + phoned Cyril, who ssid that, with tihe kind of bullet they
postulate, there is ro slternative. Inecidently, be told us exsactly whet bhe told
you prior to court lset Januery, but taen ke ssked Bud end me not to uze 1it, lis
letter clears this up.

They will not admit it, but the panel wae restricted. The letters I
O8ve are not to me but to others.wks + have them under restrictions. I know
one restriction but an pledged to confidence on it.

Hsrnes letter: reread 1t cerefully. He talks only sbout the csuse of
death, not what henpened....If lorgen ie right, the chot wes from the front, the
rear wound hed to have been of exit, of there wes a shot from behind the presidant
in the paving or somewhere. Or I am wrong im my approximste of the 7th cervical vert.
Thatbie higher than what L hgve esteblished ss the polnt of this wound, rear, that 1is.
0f course,mwith but one projection, there is ro way of kn~wing if one fragment
masked others....The lsst sentence in Figher's second persgrpah may help hang him.
Notice that sll the bums feiled to indicate yo you the extent of fregmentation. How
msn, hoe large....ie slso neve reason to believe the penel members mey heve coples
of thelr work before tue LJ went to work on it (Carnes 11/17). We'll see what
Morgen seys...:orver letter. Isn t 1t wonderful to be God? And infellible! I've Lsd
no enswer %o my inquiry about speciel pletures. If I do not get it, we'll edd that
to the suit.

4

Fragzier's WC testimony iz even more axplicit.jUse %W as en index to
1t. 5e beid it had not marks on it st all, and even cosrse cloth nr leather
would have merked 399....Thetbis not = bigh velocity bullet. Medium only. Fraszier
heerd this felss description just som long and then hed to correct it.

Joy: he took the Commission ss fsce value snd worked bsckwsrd, no mors.
I do not subscribe to much nf his belief, but I sent it to you because some of it ¥s
interesting. However, it is possible to argue if the Commission is right the sh~t

bad to have come from e direction ending at the garape I8ve glled the corres. under
vanel if we refer to it sanin. mpana T Binli o B v .



